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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since 
this application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the 
fee set forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 7(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous 
Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .1 14. Applicant's 
submission filed on 12/22/2008 has been entered. 

2. Claims 1-3, 5, 6, 8-13, and 15 are presently pending. Claims 4, 7, and 14 have 
been canceled. 

Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-3, 5, 6, 8-13, and 15 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Although a new ground of rejection has been used to address additional 
limitations that have been added to claims 1-3, 5, 6, 8-10, 13, and 15, a response 
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is considered necessary for several of applicant's arguments since Dureau 
reference will continue to be used to meet several claimed limitations. 



> Applicant states that "Dureau discloses that "a service provider may transmit 
HTML data, MPEG 1, 2, or 4 data, or other data" (see paragraph [0035]). 
Further, Dureau discloses that "receiver 340 is configured to not only receive 
this data, but also to transcode data from one format to another" (see 
paragraph [0035])." , and then concludes "However, a technique of transcoding 
data for which the encoding scheme is known in advance is different from a 
technique of analyzing an encoding scheme of a video stream. Hence, the 
noted feature of claims 1, 10, 13 and 15, namely "analyzing at least an 
encoding scheme of the video stream" is a distinction over Dureau." (Page 8 
of Remarks, last paragraph) 

Examiner disagrees with applicant. As shown in Fig. 1, Dureau's Proxy 
receiver 12 (Fig 1 , and as also described as next generation proxy receiver 
340 in Fig. 3) is connected to a variety of sources (content providers from 
network 20, 42, and 18. If [28]). The receiver detects the received data from 
various sources. The user terminals (30 in Fig. 1, and 352 in Fig. 3) register 
with the receiver to advise of the format acceptable to them. The receiver in 
turn detect the vendor provided format and transcode it to the format 
acceptable to the user terminal. (If [34]) 
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In fact, in ^ [32], Dureau emphasizes that the receivers configured to receive 
and transmit according to a pre-determined format are inflexible and uses that 
as motivation to disclose his next generation receiver. (See H [32], in 
particular page 4, Col. 1 , lines 5- 12) 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 



5. Claims 1- 3, 5, 6, 9- 13, and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over V. Dureau, USPGPUB 2003/0135860 (hereinafter "Dureau") in 
view of J.C.I. Chuang et al., "Pricing Multicast Communication: A Cost Based 
Approach", (hereinafter "Chuang"). 

Regarding claims 1 Dureau discloses a video selection server (Fig 1 ., 12 Proxy 
receiver; and Fig 3, 340 next generation proxy receiver, serves content received 
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from various sources destined for the local networks 50, or within the home, also 
If [42])for selectively relaying video information, comprising: 

receiving unit to receive a video stream delivered via a first network 
(Fig. 1, networks connected via 138, 42, and 136); 

a information analysis unit to analyze at least an encoding scheme of 
the video stream received by the receiving unit (unit 12 and 340 receive and 
detect content stream from various sources as shown in Fig. 1, and 3 and H 
[33].); 

a decision unit to determine whether or not a result of analysis by 
the information analysis unit fulfills a criterion related to a permitted 
encoding scheme and to judge whether to permit delivery of the received 
video stream received to a second network (the second network is element 50 
of Fig. 1 , and network of devices 352 in Fig. 3. These devices register with 340 
and 12 to indicate their capability, and 340 decides how to distribute/ transcode 
content from first network fflj [13], and [42]); and 

a transmitting unit to transmit to a plurality of requesting clients on 
the second network, the video stream of which the delivery to the second 
network has been permitted by the decision unit (Fig. 3, [33]-[37]), 

Dureau does not explicitly disclose wherein the video stream is unicast 
to each of the requesting clients if the number thereof is equal to or smaller 
than a specified number, and wherein the video stream is multicast to the 
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plurality of requesting clients if the number thereof is greater than the 
specified number. 

However Chuang, in an analogous art, discloses wherein the video 
stream is unicast to each of the requesting clients if the number thereof is 
equal to or smaller than a specified number, and wherein the video stream 
is multicast to the plurality of requesting clients if the number thereof is 
greater than the specified number. (Pages 290-291, section 3.1) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill, at the time 
of invention, to modify the system of Dureau with Chuang's teaching in order to 
optimize the use of network resources. 

Regarding claim 2, wherein the decision unit permits the delivery of 
the video stream for which a request has been output from a device 
connected to the second network. (Dureau U [42], Fig. 1, elements 30, 
and Fig. 3, elements 352) 

Regarding claim 3, wherein the received video stream was multicast 
on the first network; receivers 12, and 340 are a node on the first 
network, as described in ^ [26], they may receive content via broadcast, 
multicast, or point to pint (unicast). 
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Regarding claim 5, wherein the received video stream was unicast via 
the first network; receivers 12, and 340 are a node on the first network, 
as described in U [26], they may receive content via broadcast, multicast, 
or point to pint (unicast). 

Regarding claim 6, wherein the information analysis means analyzes a 
transmission protocol of the video stream, See Dureau U [34]. 

Regarding claim 9, wherein, if the received video stream contains a 
plurality of videos, the receiving unit separates the received video 
stream into a plurality of video streams corresponding to the 
respective videos. (See Dureau, Iffl [8], and [9]). 

6. Regarding claim 10, Dureau discloses a video delivery system for delivering a 
video stream (Figs. 1 and 3), comprising: 

an encoder to encode captured video to obtain a video stream and 
deliver the video stream via a first network (content captured at sources of the 
first network 13-15, 18-20, or from internet in Fig. 3, are encoded in variety of 
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formats. H [35] enumerates examples of such formats for the elements of Fig. 3 
which is an expanded version of Fig. 1); and 

a video selection server to receive the video stream delivered via the 
first network, analyze at least an encoding scheme of the received video 
stream, determine whether or not a result of the analysis fulfills a criterion 
related to a permitted encoding scheme, to judge whether to permit 
delivery of the received video stream to a second network, and transmit, to 
a plurality of requesting clients on the second network, the video stream of 
which the delivery to the second network has been permitted, (unit 12 and 
340 receive and detect content stream from various sources as shown in Fig. 1 , 
and 3 and U [33]. The second network is element 50 of Fig. 1 , and network of 
devices 352 in Fig. 3. These devices register with 340 and 12 to indicate their 
capability, and 340 decides how to distribute/ transcode content from first 
network, [13], and [42], and [33]-[37]), 

Dureau does not explicitly disclose wherein the video stream is unicast 
to each of the requesting clients if the number thereof is equal to or smaller 
than a specified number, and wherein the video stream is multicast to the 
plurality of requesting clients if the number thereof is greater than the 
specified number. 
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However Chuang, in an analogous art, discloses wherein the video 
stream is unicast to each of the requesting clients if the number thereof is 
equal to or smaller than a specified number, and wherein the video stream 
is multicast to the plurality of requesting clients if the number thereof is 
greater than the specified number. (Pages 290-291, section 3.1) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skills, at the time 
of invention, to modify the system of Dureau with Chuang's teaching in order to 
optimize the use of network resources. 

Regarding claim 1 1 , wherein the video selection server has a multi- 
stage configuration such that the video stream transmitted from a 
preceding-stage video selection server is delivered to a succeeding- 
stage video selection server. There are no limits on the number of 
application servers in the network as disclosed by Dureau. Servers can be 
distinct or co-located as any other electronic components of the network, 
also see If [28]. 



Claim 12 is rejected as claim 11. 
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Regarding claim 13, Dureau discloses a video selection method for 
selectively relaying video information (Fig 1,12 Proxy receiver; and Fig 3, 
340 next generation proxy receiver, shows a method of serving content received 
from various sources destined for the local networks 50, or within the home, also 
U [42]), the method comprising: 

receiving a video stream delivered via a first network (Fig. 1 , 
networks connected via 138, 42, and 136); 

analyzing at least an encoding scheme of the received video stream 
(unit 12 and 340 receive and detect content stream from various sources as 
shown in Fig. 1 , and 3 and U [33], and determine their format/ encoding scheme); 

determining whether or not a result of the analysis fulfills a criterion 
relating to a permitted encoding scheme, to judge whether to permit 
delivery of the received video stream to a second network (the second 
network is element 50 of Fig. 1 , and network of devices 352 in Fig. 3. These 
devices register with 340 and 12 to indicate their capability, and 340 decides how 
to distribute/ transcode content from first network [13], and [42]); and 

transmitting, to a plurality of requesting clients on the second 
network, the video stream of which the delivery to the second network has 
been permitted, (Fig. 3, Iffl [33]-[37]), 
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Dureau does not explicitly disclose wherein the video stream is unicast 
to each of the requesting clients if the number thereof is equal to or smaller 
than a specified number, and wherein the video stream is multicast to the 
plurality of requesting clients if the number thereof is greater than the 
specified number. 

However Chuang, in an analogous art, discloses wherein the video 
stream is unicast to each of the requesting clients if the number thereof is 
equal to or smaller than a specified number, and wherein the video stream 
is multicast to the plurality of requesting clients if the number thereof is 
greater than the specified number. (Pages 290-291, section 3.1) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skills, at the time 
of invention, to modify the system of Dureau with Chuang's teaching in order to 
optimize the use of network resources. 

Regarding claim 15, Dureau discloses a computer-readable recording medium 
recording a video selection program, which when executed by a computer, 
causes the computer to perform a method, the method comprising: 

receiving a video stream delivered via a first network; 

analyzing at least an encoding scheme of the video stream; 
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determining whether or not a result of the analysis fulfills a criterion 
relating to a permitted encoding scheme, to judge whether to permit 
delivery of the received video stream to a second network; and 

transmitting, to a plurality of requesting clients on the second 
network, the video stream of which the delivery to the second network has 
been permitted, 

Dureau does not explicitly disclose wherein the video stream is unicast 
to each of the requesting clients if the number thereof is equal to or smaller 
than a specified number, and wherein the video stream is multicast to the 
plurality of requesting clients if the number thereof is greater than the 
specified number. 

However Chuang, in an analogous art, discloses wherein the video 
stream is unicast to each of the requesting clients if the number thereof is 
equal to or smaller than a specified number, and wherein the video stream 
is multicast to the plurality of requesting clients if the number thereof is 
greater than the specified number. (Pages 290-291, section 3.1) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skills, at the time 
of invention, to modify the system of Dureau with Chuang's teaching in order to 
optimize the use of network resources. 
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7. Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Dureau, 
in view Chuang, further in view of A. Tabatabai et al., USPGPUB 2003/0031260 
(hereinafter "Tabatabai"). 

Regarding claim 8, the system of Dureau and Chuang does not disclose wherein 
the information analysis unit analyzes video content of the video stream 
based on scene description content of meta-data if the encoding scheme of 
the video stream is MPEG-7; and 

The decision unit permits the delivery if the video contents of the 
video stream are previously set as deliverable content under the criterion. 

However Tabatabai, in analogous art, discloses analyzing, matching, and 
transcoding of content and description data as it relates to MPEG-7 (U [17], Fig. 
6, II [48]). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at 
the time of invention, to modify the system of Dureau and Chuang with 
Tabatabai's teaching in order to provide a complete portfolio of transcoding to not 
only reach variety of user terminals with varying degrees of capabilities, but also 
to take into account the content description as well. 
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